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frontiers, and that It would have left open all those doors to
peace which Burke would have closed for ever. The truest
comment on Pitt's final act is that it could only be defended
on the assumption that his own policy throughout had been
wrong, and that Burke's policy throughout had been right.
All Fox's efforts in the winter of 1792-93 were directed
to two points. The first, to secure a definite negotiation
with France, the second that our quarrel should be distin-
guished from that of the Coalition by a specific statement
of our grievances and our objects.1
1 Terms of the Amendment, moved on February 12. That we learn, with
the utmost concern, that the assembly, who now exercise the powers of govern-
ment in France, have directed the commission of acts of hostility against the
persons and property of his Majesty's subjects, and that they have actually
declared war against his Majesty and the United Provinces ; that we humbly beg
leave to assure his Majesty, that his Majesty's faithful Commons will exert them-
selves with the utmost zeal in the maintenance of the honour of his Majesty's
crown, and the vindication of the rights of his people; and nothing shall be
wanting on their part that can contribute to that firm and effectual support which
bis Majesty has so much reason to expect from a brave and loyal people, in
repelling every hostile attempt against this country, and in such other exertions
as may be necessary to induce France to consent to such terms of pacification as
may be consistent with the honour of his Majesty's crown, the security of his
allies, and the interests of his people.
Text of Resolutions moved by Mr. Fox on February 18, 1793.
I.  That it is not for the honour or interests of Great Britain to make war
upon France on account of the internal circumstances of that country, for the
purpose either of suppressing or punishing any opinions and principles, however
pernicious in their tendency which may prevail there, or of establishing among
the French people any particular form of government.
II.  That the particular complaints which   have been stated against the
conduct of the French government are not of a nature to justify war in the first
instance, without having attempted to obtain redress by negociation.
III.  That it appears to this House, that in the late negociation between his
Majesty's ministers, and the agents of the French government, the said ministers
did not take such measures as were likely to procure redress, without a rupture,
of the grievances of which they complained; and particularly that they never
stated  distinctly to the French government any  terms  and conditions,   the
accession to which, on the part of France, would induce his Majesty to persevere
In a system of neutrality.
IV.  That it does not appear that the security of Europe, and the rights of
independent nations, which have been stated as grounds of war against France,
have been attended to by bis Majesty's ministers in the case of Poland, in the
invasion of which unhappy country both in the last year, and more recently, the